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Necessarily, by relying on Section 103, it is admitted that the single reference by itself 
does not teach all the claimed elements. Therefore, absent a second reference, it appears that 
there is simply no way to make out a prima facie Section 103 rejection. 

It does not appear that the present application is an exception to the general rule 
suggested above. Here, the idea is that by aggregating information from more than one web site 
to a wireless device, that certain advantages may flow. For example, in some embodiments, 
information from two or more web sites may be aggregated and provided to the wireless device 
in a single wireless session reducing the amount of connection time. 

Nothing of the sort is suggested in Khan. To the contrary, as the Examiner points out. 
Khan is explicit that he provides information from only one web site. Thus, Khan effectively 
teaches away from the claimed invention. Therefore, no prima facie rejection is made out. 

hi view of these remarks, reconsideration of the rejection is respectfixUy requested. 



Respectfiilly submitted. 
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APPENDIX 



Please amend claim 1 as follows: 

1 (Amended). A method comprising: 

aggregating inforaaation [form] from two or more web sites; and 
providing said information to a wireless device. 
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